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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed 2/27/06. Claims 2 and 3 have 
been canceled. Claims 1,11 and 21 have been amended. No claims have been added. 
Claims 1 and 4-27 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 4-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hiscock (USPN: 6,721,787) further in view of Phillips (USPN: 6,188,898). 

As to claim 1, Hiscock teaches a method comprising enabling a mobile unit to 
access a base station (see col. 3 lines 13-20 and lines 52-60). 

However, Hiscock does not explicitly indicate downloading interface software 
when the mobile unit accesses the base station. 

Phillips teaches downloading interface software when the mobile unit accesses 
the base station (col 1, line 65 to col 2, line 13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Phillips into those of Hiscock in order to make 
the mobile communications system exhibit improved functionality. Allowing a mobile 
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communications system that can service mobile terminals having different operating 
protocols would server a vast variety of devices/consumers. 

As to claim 4, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 1 and 13 
respectively including detecting a triggering event and in the response to the detection 
of said triggering event, determining whether interface software has been downloaded 
(see col, 3 lines 61 -col. 4 lines 4). 

As to claim 5, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 4 and 15 
respectively wherein if interface software has not been downloaded, downloading the 
intert'ace software (see col. 6 lines 24-57). 

As to claim 6, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 4 and 15 
respectively wherein if the interface software has not been downloaded, using default 
software (see col. 6 lines 24-57). 

As to claim 7, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 1 and 12 
respectively wherein downloading interface software includes downloading new 
versions of an air interface protocol (see col. 3 lines 1-31). 

As to claim 8, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claim 1 and 12 
respectively wherein downloading interface software includes downloading software 
suitable for a particular geographic area (see col. 3 lines 1-31). 

As to claim 9, Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 1 and 12 
respectively wherein downloading intert'ace software includes downloading software to 
address interface compatibility problems (see col. 6 lines 29-47). 



Application/Control Number: 09/899,682 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2155 

As to claim 10 , Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claims 1 and 12 
respectively including downloading an update to an air interface protocol (see col. 3 
lines 1-31). 

As to claim 1 1 , Hiscock teaches the method and medium of claim 1 and 12 
respectively including downloading substantially the entire air interface protocol (see 
col. 3 lines 1-31). 

As to claim 12, Hiscock teaches an article comprising a medium storing 
instructions that enable a processor-based system to: enable a mobile unit to access a 
base station; and automatically download interface software when the mobile unit 
accesses the base station (see col. 3 lines 13-20(and lines 52-60 and col. 6 lines 5-20). 

As to claim 13, Hiscock teaches the article of claim 12 further storing instructions 
that enable the interface software to be downloaded at the initiation of the base station 
(see col. 6 lines 5-20). ' 

As to claim 14, Hiscock teaches the article of claim 12 further storing instructions 
that enable the processor-based system to initiate the downloading of the interface 
software (see coL 6 lines 5-20). 

As to claim 15, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

4. 

As to claim 16, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

5. 

As to claim 17, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

6. 
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As to claim 18, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

7. 

As to claim 19, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

8. 

As to claim 20, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

9. 

As to claim 21, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

11. 

As to claim 22, claim is rejected under similar rationale as above-rejected claim 

10. 

As to claim 23, Hiscock teaches a wireless device comprising: a processor; and a 
storage coupled to said processor, said storage storing 'instructions to automatically 
download interface software when the device accesses a base station (see col. 3 lines 
13-20 and lines 52-60 and col. 6 lines 5-20). 

As to claim 24, Hiscock teaches the deivce of claim 21 wherein said device is a 
wireless telephone (see col. 3 lines 13-25). 

As to claim 25, Hiscock teaches the device of claim 21 wherein said processor 
receives an interface software download from the base station (see col. 6 lines 5-20). 

As to claim 26, Hiscock teaches the device of claim 21 wherein said processor 
detects a triggering event in response to the detection of the triggering event determines 
whether interface software has been downloaded (see col. 3 lines 61 -col. 4 lines 4). 
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As to claim 27, Hiscock teaches the device of claim 22 wherein said processor 
downloads the interface software if the interface software has not already been 
downloaded (see col. 6 lines 24-57). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In substance, the applicant argues that Phillips does not teach initiating 
from the base station. 

In response, applicant is reminded that the rejection made in the previous action, 
(the above-maintained rejection), is under 35 USC 103(a). Therefore, applicant's 
invention has been rejected under Hiscock in view of Phillips in combination where 
Phillips is the secondary reference. Nevertheless, Phillips teaches the argued limitation. 
Phillips discloses that the mobile terminals are programmable via software downloaded 
over the air interface in response to a mobile unit accessing the base station (see col 4, 
lines 20-27). Furthermore, Phillips discloses multimode base stations that can further 
automatically interrogate the mobile terminals to determine operating protocols and take 
appropriate actions (see col 1 , line 65 to col 2, line 1 3). It should also be noted that the 
claims as currently recited do not specify which device is downloading the interface 
software to/from. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asad M. Nawaz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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